A family (Zoropsidae), five genera (Archaeodictyna
Introduction
The present paper is the sixth contribution in the series devoted to the comprehensive faunistic study of Iranian spiders. Currently, 720 spider species of 282 gen-era are known from Iran [Zamani et al., 2019] . Although there are several recent publications dealing with the description of new taxa or records of spiders new to the fauna of Iran [e.g. Tanasevitch, 2008 Tanasevitch, , 2009 Tanasevitch, , 2011 Tanasevitch, , 2017 Logunov, 2009; Zamani et al., 2014 Zamani et al., , 2015 Zamani et al., , 2016 Zamani et al., , 2018a Mirshamsi, 2018; Schwendinger, Zamani, 2018; Zonstein et al., 2018] , taxonomic surveys and largescale faunistic works are scarce. According to Mirshamsi et al. [2015] , the total species diversity of Iranian spiders should be no less than 1000 species. As a result of the five previous parts of this series, five families (Liocranidae, Mimetidae, Mysmenidae, Miturgidae and Hahniidae), 39 genera and 145 species were recorded from Iran for the first time [Zamani et al., 2014 [Zamani et al., , 2016 [Zamani et al., , 2018a . Main goal of this paper is to provide records for an additional number of 26 species which are new to the fauna of Iran, and raise the number of spider species known from this country to 746.
Material and Methods
The materials treated in this paper were collected from different provinces of Iran from 1998 till now. Species distribution is based on the information provided in WSC [2019] . In order to recognize the new record status of the treated taxa, all records were checked with the database provided by Zamani et al. [2019] . Specimens were photographed at the Zoological Museum, University of Turku, Finland, with a Canon EOS 7D camera attached to an Olympus SZX16 stereomicroscope. Digital images were montaged using CombineZP and Helicon focus 3.10 image stacking software. Photographs were taken in dishes with paraffin on the bottom holding the specimens in position. Images were edited and assembled into plates using CorelDraw graphic design software.
The depositories of the studied specimens are as follows: thanks to postulate (covered with fine tubercles) tegulum (Fig. 2 B; Ponomarev et al., 2011: Figs 4-6) . Males of the two species are almost indistinguishable. Females differ by the proportions of septum, in P. jaikensis posterior width 2 times wider than anterior pocket, while 3 times wider in P. italica. Also, P. italica is darker in color and smaller than P. jaikensis (Fig. 2 A, C, E) .
Distribution. Dagestan Republic, Rostov and Stavropol Areas of the Russia [Ponomarev et al., 2017] and Kostanay Region in northern Kazakhstan [Ponomarev, Bragina, 2014] . New to Iran, with the current material representing the southernmost record for this species.
Zoropsidae Bertkau, 1882
Zoropsis lutea (Thorell, 1875) Distribution. Eastern Mediterranean to Iran, south to Israel. New species, genus and family to Iran. The current record is easternmost in the whole range.
